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DETAILED ACTION 
Drawings 

1 . The drawings were received on 5/7/2007. These drawings are accepted. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-5, 8-10, 14, 19 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Sinha (US-6,970,474) in view of Lunsford et al. (US 2002/0065868 
hereinafter, Lunsford). 

Regarding claim 1, Sinha teaches a system for utilizing a mobile communication 
terminal as a wireless headset, comprising: 

a base unit (Fig. 1 [100]) adapted to access an Internet phone service; (Fig. 1 
[120 & 140]) and 

a mobile communication terminal (Fig. 1 [150]) adapted to function as a wireless 
headset of the base unit (Col. 5 lines 18-25) when the base unit accesses the Internet 
phone service (Col. 4 lines 32-34), wherein the mobile communication terminal 
comprises: 

a built-in wireless communication capability configured to enable wireless 
communication between a plurality of communication devices; (Col. 6 lines 11-18) 
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a mobile station modem to check whether the terminal has been set to the 
headset mode (Col. 6 lines 13-18) and, when the check indicates that the headset mode 
has been set, a control program drives the mobile station modem to alter input/output 
ports for communicating speech signals relating to an Internet phone service call 
between the terminal and base unit through the built-in wireless communication 
capability. (Col. 5 lines 18-25) 

Sinha teaches automatically changing connections so that the access to the 
network is transparent to the user no matter which service is being used (Col. 5 lines 
18-25), but differs from the claimed invention by not explicitly reciting a key input 
function which operates with a displayed menu to change a mode of terminal between a 
general call mode and a headset mode. 

In an analogous art, Lunsford teaches a mobile computing device that includes a 
plurality of communication links with a user interface operable to select the 
communication mode to be used. (Page 2 [0012]) At the time the invention was made, 
it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to implement the 
communication device of Sinha after modifying it to incorporate the user interface for 
selecting between communication modes of Lunsford. One of ordinary skill in the art 
would have been motivated to do this since this allows a user to manually select a 
specific communication mode that is cheaper than the other during specific times of the 
day or the user may wish to conserve the number of minutes left for the month in the 
mobile communication plan. 
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Sinha in view of Lunsford obviously teaches a mobile station modem is 
responsive to said key input function to alter said input/output ports (Lunsford Page 2 
[0012]) for communicating speech signals relating to the Internet phone service call 
between the terminal and base unit when said key input function designates the 
headset mode, (Sinha Col. 4 lines 32-34 and Lunsford Page 2 [0012]) 

the mobile station modem is response to said key input function to alter said 
input/output ports to communicate speech signals with an external mobile 
communication network when said key input function designates the general call mode 
(Lunsford Page 2 [0012] and Sinah Fig. 2 [20 & 150']), and 

when the key input function sets the mode of the terminal to the general call 
mode, the terminal remains in the general call mode independent of a location of the 
terminal relative to the base unit. (Lunsford Fig. 6B and Page 2 [0012]) 

Regarding claim 2, Sinha in view of Lunsford teaches the base unit comprises a 
wireless communication card (Sinha Fig. 1 [110]) configured to receive a speech signal 
from the mobile communication terminal (Sinha Fig. 1 [150]) and to transmit the 
received speech signal to a sound card of the base unit. (Sinha Fig. 1 [120] and Col. 5 
lines 7-17) 

Regarding claim 3, Sinha in view of Lunsford teaches the mobile communication 
terminal (Sinha Fig. 1 [150]) further comprises: 
a speaker; (Sinha obvious, Col. 6 line 15) 
a microphone; (Sinha obvious, Col. 6 line 15) and 



Application/Control Number: 10/005,323 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2617 

a wireless communication device configured to transmit a speech signal from the 
microphone to the base unit using a predetermined wireless communication protocol 
and to output a speech signal received from the base unit to the speaker. (Sinha 
obvious Col. 5 lines 18-25 i.e. the transceiver in the base unit operates the same way as 
a base station would for the mobile telephone) 

Regarding claim 4, Sinha teaches a system for utilizing a mobile communication 
terminal as a wireless headset, comprising: 

a personal computer (Fig. 1 [100]) adapted to access an Internet phone service; 
(Fig. 1 [120 & 140] and Col. 5 lines 7-18) and 

a mobile communication terminal (Fig. 1 [150]) with a built-in wireless 
communication capability (Col. 5 lines 18-25) configured to enable wireless 
communication between a plurality of communication devices (Col. 6 lines 11-18), 
wherein the mobile communication terminal is configured to function as a wireless 
headset of the PC (Col. 5 lines 18-25) when the PC accesses the Internet phone 
service (Col. 4 lines 32-34), wherein the mobile communication terminal comprises: 

a speaker; (Sinha obvious, Col. 6 line 15) 

a microphone; (Sinha obvious, Col. 6 line 15) 

a wireless communication device configured to transmit a speech signal from the 
microphone to the base unit using a predetermined wireless communication protocol 
and to output a speech signal received from the base unit to the speaker (Sinha obvious 
Col. 5 lines 18-25 i.e. the transceiver in the base unit operates the same way as a base 
station would for the mobile telephone) 
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a mobile station modem to check whether the terminal has been set to the 
headset mode (Col. 6 lines 13-18) and, when the check indicates that the headset mode 
has been set, a control program drives the mobile station modem to alter input/output 
ports for communicating speech signals relating to an Internet phone service call 
between the terminal and base unit through the built-in wireless communication 
capability. (Col. 5 lines 18-25) 

Sinha teaches automatically changing connections so that the access to the 
network is transparent to the user no matter which service is being used (Col. 5 lines 
18-25), but differs from the claimed invention by not explicitly reciting a key input 
function which operates with a displayed menu to change a mode of terminal between a 
general call mode and a headset mode. 

In an analogous art, Lunsford teaches a mobile computing device that includes a 
plurality of communication links with a user interface operable to select the 
communication mode to be used. (Page 2 [0012]) At the time the invention was made, 
it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to implement the 
communication device of Sinha after modifying it to incorporate the user interface for 
selecting between communication modes of Lunsford. One of ordinary skill in the art 
would have been motivated to do this since this allows a user to manually select a 
specific communication mode that is cheaper than the other during specific times of the 
day or the user may wish to conserve the number of minutes left for the month in the 
mobile communication plan. 
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Sinha in view of Lunsford obviously teaches a mobile station modem is 
responsive to said key input function to alter said input/output ports (Lunsford Page 2 
[0012]) for communicating speech signals relating to the Internet phone service call 
between the terminal and base unit when said key input function designates the 
headset mode, (Sinha Col. 4 lines 32-34 and Lunsford Page 2 [0012]) 

the mobile station modem is response to said key input function to alter said 
input/output ports to communicate speech signals with an external mobile 
communication network when said key input function designates the general call mode 
(Lunsford Page 2 [0012] and Sinah Fig. 2 [20 & 150']), and 

when the key input function sets the mode of the terminal to the general call 
mode, the terminal remains in the general call mode independent of a location of the 
terminal relative to the base unit. (Lunsford Fig. 6B and Page 2 [0012]) 

Regarding claim 5, the limitations of claim 5 are rejected as being the same 
reason set forth above in claim 4. 

Regarding claim 8, Sinha in view of Lunsford teaches the built in wireless 
communication capability of the mobile communication terminal is compatible with a 
built in wireless communication capability of the PC. (Sinha Col. 5 lines 7-17) 

Regarding claim 9, Sinha in view of Lunsford teaches the built in wireless 
communication capabilities of the mobile communication terminal and the PC are 
compatible with a predetermined wireless communication protocol. (Sinha Col. 5 lines 
17-25 and Col. 6 lines 9-44) 
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Regarding claim 10, Sinha in view of Lunsford teaches the built in wireless 
communication capabilities of the mobile communication terminal and the PC and the 
predetermined wireless communication protocol are configured to enable wireless 
communication amongst a plurality of predetermined components positioned within a 
given proximity of one another. (Sinha Fig. 1 [100, 150 & 155] and Fig. 2) 

Regarding claim 14, Sinha in view of Lunsford teaches the wireless 
communication device (Sinha Fig. 1 [150]) of the mobile communication terminal is 
configured to communicate with the PC using a predetermined wireless communication 
protocol which is configured to enable wireless communication amongst a plurality of 
predetermined components positioned within a given proximity of one another. (Sinha 
Fig. 2 [150, 150', 20 & 100]) 

Regarding claim 19, Sinha in view of Lunsford teaches the mobile station modem 
performs an additional function of periodically checking whether the mobile 
communication terminal has been set to the headset mode (Lunsford Fig. 6B), and 
when the periodic check indicates that the headset mode has been set, a control 
program drives the mobile station modem to alter the input/output ports of the terminal 
for communicating speech signals of an Internet phone service call between the mobile 
communication terminal and personal computer through the built-in wireless 
communication capability. (Sinha Col. 5 lines 18-25 and Col. 6 lines 13-18) 

Regarding claim 20, Sinha in view of Lunsford teaches the base unit is a 
personal computer. (Sinha Col. 5 lines 7-11) 
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Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-20 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

5. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Matthew C. Sams whose telephone number is (571)272- 
8099. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30-5. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examinees 
supervisor, Lester Kincaid can be reached on (571)272-7922. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



MCS 
8/3/2007 



